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Restoring Internet Freedom

Dear Commissioners,

I'm writing to comment on your recent proceeding to revisit the decision to
classify Internet Service Providers under Title Il of the telecommunications act.

First, there is no good reason for you to even be considering making changes
right now. The current classification is exactly what the vast majority of millions
of people asked you to do during your public comment period on this
situation back in 2014. In the span of 3 years, there have been no significant
changes to the availability of internet service providers or the technologies that
they utilize to justify making changes again. The high percentage of people in
favor of Title Il classification has not changed as well.

| feel like you are completely ignoring the results of your previous public
comment period just to further your own personal beliefs or to exact some
kind of unfounded revenge against your predecessors.

When | pay my internet service provider for internet access, | expect them to be
using that money to provide me with service and investing in making it better
over time. They should be providing me with the content that | pay them to be
able to access, not charging those content providers for better access to me.
As a software engineer, | need internet access for my job and it is important to
me to know that all of my network traffic is being handled fairly. Your open
internet rules exist to ensure this, and your own organization'’s history has
shown that you need the Title Il classification for the rules to be enforceable.
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In 2014 | had one choice for broadband internet service at the apartment
complex where | live, Time Warner Cable. Now in 2017, | still have only one
choice which is Spectrum after they took over Time Warner Cable. My only
other options for internet access offer less than 10% of the speed that | get
from Spectrum now which is not good enough for things like streaming high
quality video. 1f at some point they would be allowed to randomly discriminate:
against certain types or sources of internet traffic, | would have no other optlon
for good service. ‘ RN

| noticed that this proceeding falls under the erellne Competltlon Bureau. The
best way for y you to encourage fair competition between businesses on the
internet |s,by keeping open internet rules that you can enforce. Without Title Il
fairness is jUét‘ a useless suggestion. Even if you say you want an open an fair
internet, you need to back that up with rules that you.can actually enforce like
the ones ybd have now.: '

A3
Calling‘th:ig;; g‘roceeding “Restoring Internet Freedom” is misleading too,
because ‘vi;y;‘making any changes to the rules in place now you will be taking
away the: freedom from millions of people to fairly access whatever services
they wantto online. The only freedom you'll restore is the'freedom for large

internet provnders to engage in anti-competitive behavior if they want to.

Please doy"the right thing with thls proceedmg by domg absolutely nothing.
Then enfonqe the rules you already have.

If that wae“net clear, | am in favor of fair and open internet neutrality rules, and
internet services should be remain cIassn‘red under Tltle || SO that you can
legally anH etfectlvely enforce them S ) | |

Smcerely y rs,

e
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they utilize to justify making changes again. The high percentage of people in
favor of Title Il classification has not changed as well.

| feel like you are completely ignoring the results of your previous public
comment period just to further your own personal beliefs or to exact some
kind of unfounded revenge against your predecessors.

When | pay my internet service provider for internet access, | expect them to be
using that money to provide me with service and investing in making it better
over time. They should be providing me with the content that | pay them to be
able to access, not charging those content providers for better access to me.
As a software engineer, | need internet access for my job and it is important to
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internet is’ by keeping open internet rules that you can enforce. Without Title |,
fairness is Just a useless suggestion. Even if you say you want an open‘an fair
internet, YOU need to back that up with rules that you can actually enforce like
the ones yOu’ have now. |
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because fy making any changes to th= rules in place now you will be taking
away the freedom from millions of people to fairly access whatever services
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internet provrders to engage in anti-competitive behavior if they want to.

Please dothe rlght thing with this proceedlng by doing absolutely nothlng

Then enforce the rules you aIready have.

If that was th clear, | am in favor of fair and open internet neutrality rules, and
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Sincerely yours,

Paul Krattﬁt
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